
Many people are, us1ing 3.600 to 3.650 MHz for 

vo1ic1e communicati 1ons. It is easy f 1or the A.RRL to tel ll 

these peoplle, 11Wel ll, y1ou'I~ jiust h,ave to move." But in 

reality~ it 'is not that 1easy, and that is the m.ain reason 

why m 1ost of the comments h1ere are opposed to the 

proposal .. 

A decade ag·a, the ARR.L rep,orted that the digiital 

(CW) bands w1ere uunderutilizedH~ Now, after voice 

operators h.av1e settled into this pr,evi,ous Hwaste11and", 

they report that the digitai portion of 80 meters is too 

small. Whaitever the truth is,, they ha1ve not made any 
plains for the current users of 'these frequencies, nor 

shown any concern for these p 1eople. The people that 

the:y are conc 1erned a.bout want thei'r own frequencies 

for aut,omatically- controllJed stations, so that they 

can receive e-maills out in the ocean. 

I think 'the ARRL shou1ld take care of these 

problems, and shore up supp,ort of their plan before 

re~submitting this proposal. 

That 1is my opini 1on, and so I am opp1osed to the FCC 

making these changes at this time. 

Thank-you for your time, 

James M. Cordes kl8jd 


